
Nov 15, 2006

::0: Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washingtnn, DC ?055~

FILED/ACCEPTED

1.I'U?nnB
Feder.1 Communlcar

Office of the ~:'~;missJon

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
leqitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
h'aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (0) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC 1 .s "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
r-...:ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
Ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket. no. 9"/-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
cmnpeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
~vail~ble. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
hd';:-,,; consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
wi~l get eveIl worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Plc3:3e refuse requests fOl \"laivers of 47 eFR 76.1204 (a) (1) •

.'::lillce.rely,

IfJayne Pollock
1"/52 Open Field Loop
Br-andon, FL 33510-2094

No. of C,~.oifjg rec;'d 0
List A8CDE -----

--------
-------~._-



Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

hL"
'_i.Jj h(.,0l:fJ lED

DEC 262006
Federal Co

mmunicat'
Office of the ~ons CommiSSion

, d ' , t't" ' d eerelary
l\S (j consumer lntereste 1n protectlng compe l lon, lnnovatloD, an
leg~timate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
',,,aivers uf 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
;--,ther cable providers. 'The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
3et-top boxes, remains good policy today.

'jet 24, 2006

~\X Public Comments
;45 12th Street SW
Washington, DC )0554

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
PS have dragged their feet lonq en0ugh on competitive

,~;1 ternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
:~\arket competition prevent ~urther restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Py adopting content protecti.on limits ("encoding rules") in
dOr'ket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consun',ers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
parLicular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
c:ompeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
dvailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

;'lease refuse requests for 'v.Jaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

::-;i::cerely,

]\'lr. Anthony Glenn
8601 N 31st Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85051-9002



Nov 6, 2006

FCC Public Comments
441J l:::'th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC 262006
Federatco .mmun/catio

Office of /l)e S ns CommisSion
ecretary

A," a COIJ~umer interested in pn__,tec':ing competition, innovation, and
foCI} timate use of cabl e TV content., I urge you to refuse requests for

'daivers of 4~1 I~'FR 76.1204 (a) (1) hy NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
;ther cable prrwiders. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
f rect rcquires cable companies t,] integrate CableCARDs into their own

sot-top boxes, remains goorl policy today.

NOv] ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
--=:c-y!panic,c; have dragged t.heir feet-_ long enough on competitive
cJ.lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
.'in-j harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
ma!',k:e":: competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
,Ibi':'':'',,=-y tc make' legitimate -Jse of recorded content.

B':/-3.d'Jpt~ [:g '=:c,ntent pl:c~ection lirni ts ~ "encoding rules") in
,jo,=ket no. ~;"-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain l.L:;es of TV content, regardless of a
r~rlicular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
cOHlpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
dvail~ble. The CableCARD standa~d already prescribes restrictions that
llarm cODsumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will oet even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
-'ompeti hon.

r'l~ase refuse requests for ',,,'aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

1-11.'. steven 'odriqhl
8448 Meridiarl Rd
Laingsbu~g, NT 48848-9401

rO. of C"pie.3 rSC'd .f'J
1St ABCDE ---1.1.-'_

-------



~'J(\' Lf .2006

Fcr; Pub 1ic COmlYler. ts
445 12th Street sw
TiI'J:::L'Ohington, DC 2055<1

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC 262006
Federal Communications Commission

Office of fhe Secretary

7\:;: d. conSUliler int.erested in p.::::utecting competition, innovation, and
-.:-e;,li timate use of cable 'II,' co;;tent, 1 urge you to refuse requests for
'.<:::;':"\,er5 elf 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (~) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
~her c,jble filoviders. Th<::, FCC's "integration ban," which in

eF:~ect requires cable cornpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
scr-top boxes, rpmains good policy today.

:";CW ten years after the' ':'elecorrununications Act of 1996, cable
'.:ompAnies have rlragged t.heir feet 10:-19 enough on competitive
aJt:ernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
Arld harrning consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition p.revent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
,::tbil j ty to make le'jitimatf-' use of recorded content.

3j- adopting content protect~-cln limits ("encoding rules") In
.:::iccket no. 97-8IJ, the COInn.issioll recognized the importance of allowing
C8~SUme!:s to make certain ~ses of TV content, regardless of a
pA!~~icular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
c(ln~e~i~io~ spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
th\~ freedom te- choose t.he least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD otandard already prescribes restrictions that
11arm consumer's by limiting non-infrirlging uses, and such restrictions
will gP~ even worse ~f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
('ortlpetit-ion.

1:-'lea2e ..::.efL;~;e requesT,s [or waivers of 47 eFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

3~;~cerely,

Hi. :::an O'Neill
1-_64 Erie Street
occatford, ON N5A 421

No. (If Cnoies rec'd ()
List ABCDE ------



FILED!ACCEPTED

DEC 2 62006
t)cl i, 2006

FCC: Public C:omrnents
4~~ 12t~ Street SW
'L.\la:::;hing,::,:)n, DC 205::,4

Federal Communications Commission
Office at the Secretary

l\s a consumer r:terested in p.L0Lecting competition, innovation, and
1egi t imdte use of cable '1'\/ content, I urge you to refuse requests for
",aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
(.Jther cable providers. Th.;:; FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good polLey today.

Now ten years after the TelecoIT@unications Act of 1996, cable
,_~ompanies h,3.ve dragged their feet long enough on competitive
~lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
r:J.lld harming cotlsumers. The "~~r.t_eg.ration ban" will also help
HIC'"1rket competition prevent fL~ther restrict.ions on cable subscribers'
ability to makp legitimdt-f' use of .recorded content.

By adop~ing content 0IlJtect.ion limits ("encoding rules") in
jc<:ket no. 97-80, the Co::"mission recognized the importance of allowing
co~sumers to make certaill uses of TV content, regardless of a
9articular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
~ct~etition spurre.J on by the i.ntegration ban, consumers wOlJld have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
~v~ilable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
IJdrm consumers bj' limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competiti.on.

Please refuse l __ equests fUl waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

virlcent jachetta
19: Forest Ave
LOCLst Valley, NY 11560-2117

. 'd ~No. of C::'pll'jg ree . _
List ABCDE



Oct ~~4, ':::COfJ

fCC Put'lie Conunents
045 12th Street SW
Washirlgton, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC 262006
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

As a consumer-interested lL prutc:cting competition, innovation, and
~l e'Ji -cimate use of cable TV '=ontent, I urge you to refuse requests for
vJdive1~S ,)i 47 CFE 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nthe~ cable providers. The FeC',s "integration ban," which in
effec':. requires cable companies to integrdte CableCARDs into their own
Ee~-Lop boxes, remains good policy today.

lim.) ten years after the Telecommunicati ons Act of 1996, cable
es have dragqed their feet long enough on competitive

alternatives tu propriet'3ry set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumeL3. The "intelJration ban" will also help
111arket. cc,mpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make leg1timateuse of recorded content.

By adopting cor-tent protection Limits ("encoding rules") in
(locket no. 97-80, the Commi,'cosion recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain lJses of TV content, regardless of a
parti~lllar cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competj tion spurred OIi D]' the integration ban, conswners would have
the free,jom to choose tr-:E:: least restrictive cable-compatible device
availab~e. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm r.:or,sumers by limi ting :lon-infringing uses, and such restrictions
i~l Get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
'ompeti tion.

Please refuse requests for '~aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

l"ldrk Len=:
910 S Matthia~ St
Appleloll, WI 54915-3bJ6

No. of C0pias rec'd._.f2_
List ABCDE



FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC 262006
Nov lG, 2006

Fe.'!: P~lblic Comments
~~[) 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

As d consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legit.imate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
1.;aivers of 47 eFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
,.:-,ther cable providers. The FCC's "in tegration ban," which in
effer:t requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

New ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged "their feet long enough on competitive
~il terna ti ves to propr i eta.::::y set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming conBumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
Ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content pro~ection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
·~onsumers tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
r'at:ticular cable provider'~ or copyright holder's wishes. With
c:ornpeti tion :::;purred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the f~eedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
;-;arm con:::;umers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
~~jll get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
~r)mpptition.

l'l'?dse refuse requests for h'ai\'ers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l) .

.'_~incerel"jT ,

Hr. Paul Gerth
625 GreeLview rl
Lake Forest, 1L 60045-3220

No. of C::>pif'i5 roc'd_A2__
List ABCDE


